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March 24, 1992 


Mr. Peter Swindells 
148 Oakwood Drive 
Stafford, VA 22554 

Dear Mr. Swindells: 

Many readers wrote to tell us of their dissatisfaction with our cover story on Oliver 
Stone's movie "JFK M ( M Twisted History,” Movies, December 23). The majority charged 
that our report and cover caption ("The Twisted Truth of 'JFK': Why Oliver Stone's New 
Movie Can't Be Trusted") seemed unfairly biased against the movie and its director, Oliver 
Stone. Newsweek, however, sought only to stress that "JFK" is a docu-drama, not a 
documentary. We attempted to sort out the known facts from the yet-to-be-proven or 
highly unlikely theories posed by the film; we never discounted the possibility that the 
basic premise of the film-that President John F. Kennedy was killed by a conspiracy of 
assassins-could still prove valid. "Oliver Stone would have us believe that the truth is still 
elusive, that there are villains on the loose," we reported, adding, "it's not impossible." 

We also said that "anyone who's ever dipped into the contradictions of the assassination 
knows what a spellbinding, crazy-making story it is-and Stone does it justice." 

Other readers charged that we "towed the government's official line" and supported the 
Warren Commission's lone-assassin finding. Our report, however, simply attempted to 
sort the tenable from the shaky on both sides of the controversy. We neither dismissed 
the conspiracy theories ("Exactly how crazy is this stuff? Not especially, compared with 
what we've already found out to be true") nor failed to mark Stone's artistic 
embellishments ("Only the alert viewer," we reported, "will be able to distinguish real 
documentary footage from reconstructed scenes, shot in black and white, that often 
represent Garrison's suppositions about what might have happened"). Though some 
readers perceived our deconstruction of the film to be patronizing, our only intent, we 
assure you, was to distinguish fact from fiction. 

Newsweek's perspective, in short, was one of skeptical inquiry and critical interest: while 
we detailed the dubious elements of "JFK," we also stressed the film's significance as "a 
powerful, radical vision of America's drift toward covert government." Our cover story 
offered this summation: "don't trust anyone who claims the movie is hogwash. And don't 
trust Stone either." We hope you had a chance to see the letters we published in our . 
January 13 Letters column, which expressed many of our readers' concerns. Thank you 
for writing. 


Sincerely, 



Katherine Lee 
For the Editors 
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